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OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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_MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 




' UUn^l" SP0Cifi ^ iS l6SS ^ {30) ^ a repty Within 0,6 statutor V minimum of thirt V Wdays will be considered timely. 

- NO penod for reply ,s specrfied above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure to reply wrthin the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133)." 

Status 

^Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

□ This action is FINAL 

D S"^Ho iS a ^SS on is lr ] condrt i on for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 
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□ Claim(s). 
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□ Claim(s)- 
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Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on. is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Pri rity under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (a)-(d) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 

□ All DSome* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number). 



_ is/are pending in the application. 

- is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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is/are rejected. 

- is/are objected to.. 

- are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

*Certified copies not received: 
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□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 
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Application/Control Number: 08/520079 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2815 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 73-134 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zhang ' 
733 or '360 or '426 in view of Yamazaki '636. 

Zhang in each reference teaches a recrystallized thin film transistor in which the crystal 
grain boundaries are much larger than the length of the channel regions.From Yamazaki it would 
have been obvious to have practiced carbon, nitrogen, and oxygen impurities at a concentration 
below 5xl0E18/cm to improve the carrier lifetimes. Recitations of spin densities, etc are 
considered inherent properties possesed by the prior art applied. No claims are allowable. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 4 March 1999 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's reference to figure 7 of his specification shows that the present invention 
and Zhang have the same structure. The size of the monodomains are considered to be much 
larger than channel regions. Thus claiming channel regions in monodomains it is not considered 
patentable in view of Zhang. The other Zhang articles likewise teach large crystalline 
monodomains where channel regions are formed. Applicant's argument concerning the "S" value 
is not convincing unless applicant can positively prove the prior art does not possess the same 
property. \T // / 
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4. Claims 123, 129 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards 
as the invention. 

The recitation "S" value is vague and indefinite. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jerome Jackson at 
telephone number (703) 308-4937 or the receptionist at 308-0956. 




